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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/3/05 
has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendment was received on 10/3/05, and has been entered and 
made of record. Currently, claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10 and 18-21 are pending. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Upon review of the reference of Michel et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,215,562), which 
was cited in the Office Action dated 6/27/05 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), as being 
anticipating claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10 and 18-21, the examiner notes that the reference can 
still be interpreted as anticipating the claims, as currently amended. 

Particularly, as amended, claims 1, 8, 18 and 19 now require " generating 
calibration data based on measuring data of a printed test pattern " and " correcting test 
pattern data including a plurality of different data, using the calibration data ". Michel 
teaches the method of calibrating the printer by comparing the two test patterns printed 
using the original values and the new values (S318). When the calibration based on the 
new values (which is interpreted as the claimed "calibration data") is not satisfied, the 
method goes back to S301 in fig. 3A to generate a new set of calibration data based on 
the previous test pattern (col. 7, lines 9-42). 

Moreover, the applicant argues that Michel fails to disclose or suggest the step of 
printing non-corrected test pattern as is recited in claim 1 . Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Referring to fig. 3B, Michel clearly teaches the method of printing two test 
patterns (S314 - S317). The user is given an option of printing the original value test 
pattern page (non-corrected test pattern) and the new value test pattern page (corrected 
test pattern). Examiner construes the test pattern that uses the original calibration 
values of Michel as the non-corrected test pattern since no calibration/correction has 
been performed to the original calibration value test pattern according to the method 
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shown between S305 and S318. The actual calibration/correction is only performed in 
step S316 with the new calibration values (new values). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 8, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. 

With respect to claim 1 , for example, it recites "generating calibration data based 
on measuring data of a printed test pattern ". It is unclear if this "printed test pattern" is 
printed from the non-corrected test pattern data. If yes, Examiner respectfully requests 
to amend the claim as "printed non-corrected test pattern" and to provide where in the 
Original Specification this limitation is disclosed/shown. Furthermore, if the non- 
corrected test pattern is printed in the generating calibration data step, it is unclear if this 
non-corrected test pattern is printed again after the judging step. 
Clarification/explanation is respectfully requested. 

With respect to claims 8, 18 and 19, arguments analogous to those presented for 
claim 1, are applicable. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 8, 10 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Michel et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,215,562 (hereinafter Michel). 
5. With respect to claim 1 , Michel teaches a test printing method capable of printing 
a test pattern and a non-corrected test pattern with which the test pattern is compared 
(col. 8, lines 22-54), said method comprising steps of: 

generating calibration data based on measuring data of a printed test pattern (fig. 
3A&col. 7, lines 9-20); 

correcting test pattern data including a plurality of different data, using the 
calibration data (applying the "new values" in calibrating the test pattern); 

printing the test pattern based on the corrected test pattern data (S317); 

judging whether or not to print the non-corrected test pattern, based on a state of 
an input by an operation of a user (color test page that uses original values S314 & 
S315); and 

controlling execution of said printing step based on a judgment made in said 
judging step, 
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wherein when the judgment is to print the non-corrected test pattern, said 
controlling step includes controlling said printing step so that the test pattern and the 
non-corrected test pattern are printed (selecting Yes at S315 & S317 and col. 7, lines 
42-45). 

6. With respect to claim 3, Michel teaches the test printing method as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein the input is an input through a switch which can be operated so that 
setting is made to print only the corrected test pattern or to print the test pattern and the 
non-corrected test pattern (col. 7, lines 42-45). 

7. With respect to claim 4, Michel teaches the test printing method as claimed in 
claim 3, further comprising the step of printing the non-corrected test pattern as well as 
making the switch operated so that setting is made to print only the corrected test 
pattern, when it is judged in said judging step that the switch is to be operated so that 
setting is made to print the corrected test pattern and the non-corrected test pattern (col. 

7, lines 42-45). 

8. With respect to claim 5, Michel teaches the test printing method as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein the input is an input through a switch which can be operated in 
connection with other predetermined operation input, so that setting is made to print 
only the corrected test pattern or to print the corrected test pattern and the non- 
corrected test pattern (col. 7, lines 42-45). 
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9. With respect to claim 8, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , are 
applicable. 

1 0. With respect to claim 1 0, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 3, 
are applicable. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 1 8, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

12. With respect to claim 19, arguments analogous to those presented for claim 1 , 
are applicable. 

13. With respect to claim 20, Michel teaches the test printing method as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein data for the non-corrected test pattern is not processed using the 
calibration data (original values at S316 & S317). 

14. With respect to claim 21 , Michel teaches the test printing method as claimed in 
claim 1 , wherein the calibration data include gradation correction condition for a plurality 
of colors, and the corrected test pattern includes the patterns of the plurality of colors, 
and further comprising the steps of: 

displaying the gradation correction condition for the plurality of colors (col. 5, 
lines 38-60); and 

editing the displayed gradation correction condition in accordance with the 
operation of the user (col. 7, lines 1-42 & col. 8, lines 1-14). 
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Contact Information 



15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHAN S. PARK whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7409. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Coles can be reached on (571 ) 272-7402. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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